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LIST OF ATTACHMENTS (1 page) 
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37 CFR 41.37 ADDITIONAL ALTERNATIVE/SUPPLEMENTAL APPEAL BRIEF 

Sir: 

In response to the 1/15/2009 Notification of Non Compliant Brief, further to the office 
action dated November 18, 2008, and further to the two appeal briefs filed 12/9/2008, the 
applicant files this additional alternative/ supplemental appeal brief The brief contains a minor 
revision to the argument addressing the 101 rejection of claim 1 and addresses what the appellant 
believes to be the basis of the 1/15/2009 Notification by changes the heading respecting why the 
103 rejection should be withdrawn by adding reference in the heading to claims 59-61. 

NOTES TO THE BPAI PANEL 

1. On 8/18/2008, the BPAI issued a docketing notice specifying appeal docket no: 2008- 
5179. That docketing notice has not been withdrawn, despite intervening examining 
corps action. Accordingly, the appellant includes that docket number in this 
correspondence, assuming it to be accurate and required. Rejection of appeal brief for 
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inclusion of that BPAI docket number would be improper. 

2. This appeal brief contains a claim appendix presenting a claim appendix showing claims 
as they appear subsequent to the supplemental amendment filed 12/7/2008, having corrected 
claim numbers for claims 62, 63, and 65. 

The dual brief filings (this alternative/supplemental brief, and the original brief) are 
required to avoid risk of loss in view of 37 CFR 1.1 1 l(a)(ii)), 37 CFR 41.37(d) and (c)(2) or 
41.33(c) and the indefinite status of entry of the supplemental amendment filed to correct the 
claim numbering. The BPAI is free to chose which brief to consider and to refuse consideration 
of the other brief 

3. The appellant also filed a petition prior to filing this brief, the petition challenges the 
procedural sufficiency of the 102 rejections, which is the same issue discussed as a substantive 
issue viz prima facie showings herein below. Please note the appellant's request to make any 
decision on that issue precedential. 
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I. 37 CFR 41.37 (A)(1) AND (2) - NOTICE OF APPEAL, BRIEF, AND FEES 

(a)(1) - This brief is filed with the notice of appeal. 

(a)(2) - This brief is filed with the fee required for the notice of appeal and the brief On 
April 7, 2005, the applicant (1) filed a Notice of Appeal and an Appeal Brief under 37 CFR 

I. 192 and (2) paid the $500 fee for a notice of appeal and for an appeal brief as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.17(b) and 37 CFR 1.17(c). The current fee for filing a notice of appeal and an appeal 
brief is $540 for each, or $1080 total. The $80 difference was submitted 12/9/2008 by USPTO 
deposit account authorization. No additional fees are due. 

II. 37 CFR 41.37(B) - DISMISSAL OF APPEAL IF BRIEF AND FEES UNTIMELY 

The filing is timely and the required fee was paid today. Accordingly, this subsection is 
not relevant. 

III. 37 CFR 41.37(C)(1) 

The brief contains items (i) to (x) in subsections 1-10 below. 

1 . 37 CFR 41.37(c)(l)(i) Real Party in Interest 

The real party in interest is Catalina Marketing Corporation, a Delaware corporation. 

2. 37 CFR 41.37(c)(l)(ii) Related Appeals and Interferences 

PIP-69B-KATZ, application 09/828,122, filed April 9, 2001 is a related application and 
has an appeal pending. That appeal was filed June 27, 2006 and the appeal has not been 
docketed at the BPAI. 

3. 37 CFR 41.37 (c)(l)(iii) -Status of claims. A statement of the status of all the 
claims in the proceeding (e.g., rejected, allowed or confirmed, withdrawn, 
objected to, canceled) and an identification of those claims that are being 
appealed 

Claims 1-65 are pending, are rejected, and are being appealed. 
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4. 37 CFR 41,37(c)(l)(iv) Status of Amendments Filed Subsequent to Final 
Rejection 

No amendment has been filed after final rejection. 

An amendment was filed 1 1/29/2008 in response to the 1 1/18/2008 non final office 
action appealed from. A supplemental amendment was filed 12/6/2008 to correct claim 
numbering for claims 62, 63, and 65. The claims presented in the claim appendix herein do 
reflect the supplemental amendment. 

5. 37 CFR 41.37(c)(l)(v) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The invention of claim 1 is a computer-implemented method comprising steps of: a 
processor (Fig. 1, processor 61 1, page 7 lines 1-4, Fig. 1 processor 652, 643, ) receiving, via an 
identification input device, identification information from a consumer (figure 1 identification 
input device 638; page 8 lines 8-29); a processor (Fig. 1, processor 611, page 7 lines 1-4) storing 
in computer memory records of promotions received by said consumer (page 16 lines 4-13; Fig. 
1 consumer purchase history table 617, figure 4a, 4b); a processor (Fig. 1, processor 611, page 
10 lines 7-11) identifying from said records of promotions received by said consumer, based 
upon said received identification information, one or more parameters related to said promotions 
received by said consumer (page 3 lines 28 to page 4 line 3; page 16 lines 4-15; page 19 lines 13- 
21); and a processor determining a time at which a promotion is to be provided based upon said 
identified one or more parameters related to promotions received by said consumer (page 16 
lines 4-15; page 19 lines 13-14). 

The invention of claim 28 is a system, comprising: 
means, including an identification input device consumer (figure 1 identification input device 
638; page 8 lines 8-29), for receiving, at a processor, identification information from a consumer 
(figure 1 element 638; page 8 lines 8-29; Fig. 1 element 636, page 8 lines 6-16; processor 642 or 
682, Fig. 1, page 1 1 lines 19-30); 

means, including a processor (Fig. 1, processor 611, page 7 lines 1-4, Fig. 1 processor 
652, 643, ), for storing in computer memory records of promotions received by said consumer 
(page 16 lines 4-13; figure 4a, 4b); 
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means, including a processor (Fig. 1, processor 611, page 7 lines 1-4, Fig. 1 processor 
652, 643, ), for identifying from said records of promotions received by said consumer, one or 
more parameters related to said promotions received by said consumer based upon said 
identification information received by said means for receiving (Fig. 7 step 7401, page 3 lines 28 
to page 4 line 3; page 16 lines 4-15; page 19 lines 13-21); and 

means, including a processor (Fig. 1, processor 611, page 7 lines 1-4, Fig. 1 processor 
652, 643 ), for determining a time at which a promotion is to be provided based upon said one or 
more parameters related to promotions received by said consumer, said one or more parameters 
identified by said means for identifying (page 16 lines 4-15; page 19 lines 13-14). This is a 
means plus function recitation. 

The invention of claim 30 is a system according to claim 28, further comprising means 
for providing said promotion at said time determined by said means for determining to said 
consumer identified by said means for identifying (page 9 lines 27-29; figure 1 elements 613, 

615, 616, 617). This is a means plus function recitation. 

The invention of claim 31 is a system according to claim 28, further comprising means, 
including a processor (Fig. 1, processor 611, page 7 lines 1-4, Fig. 1 processor 652, 643, ), for 
selecting a targeted promotion from a plurality of potential promotions stored in computer 
memory based upon said one or more characteristics of said consumer (page 12 line 13 through 
page 13 line 2; figure 2 elements 615, 644, 646), said time determined by said means for 
determining being for said targeted promotion (page 9 lines 27-29; figure 1 elements 613,615, 

616, 617). This is a means plus function recitation. 

The invention of claim 32 is a system according to claim 28, further comprising means 
for receiving a predetermined promotion from a promoter (page 12 lines 19-22; figure 2 
elements 644, 646), said time determined by said means for determining being for said 
predetermined promotion (page 9 lines 27-29; figure 1 elements 613, 615, 616, 617). This is a 
means plus function recitation. 

The invention of claim 33 is a system according to claim 28, comprising: a consumer 
identification information receiver configured to receive consumer identification information 
(figure 1 element 638; page 8 lines 8-29); a consumer identification record configured to contain 
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stored consumer identification information (page 15 lines 17-30; figure 3B); a consumer 
characteristic record configured to contain a record of characteristics of said consumer (page 16 
lines 3-6; figure 4A); a promotion output device configured to output a targeted promotion at a 
promotion time based at least in part upon said record of characteristics of said consumer (page 
18 lines 21-28); and a processor configured to use said received consumer identification 
information to identify a consumer using said stored consumer identification information (page 

18 lines 7-11), and moreover to determine said promotion time at least in part based upon said 
record of characteristics of said consumer contained in said consumer characteristic record (page 

19 lines 8-13). 

The invention of claim 59 is a computer-implemented method, comprising: receiving 
identification information from a consumer at a vendor location site, comprising a vendor 
terminal, wherein said vender terminal is located at a check-out counter in a store (page 8 lines 
17-18; figure 1 elements 630, 638); identifying with a processor, based upon said received 
identification information, one or more parameters related to promotions received by said 
consumer (page 5 lines 25-27; figure 1 element 615); and determining with a processor, a time at 
which a promotion is to be provided based upon said identified one or more parameters related to 
promotions received by said consumer (page 9 lines 25-29; figure 1 elements 613, 615, 616, 
617). 

The invention of claim 60 is a system, comprising: 

means, including an identification input device (figure 1 identification input device 638; 
page 8 lines 8-29), for receiving identification information from a consumer at a vendor location 
site, which comprises a vendor terminal (Fig. 1 vendor terminal 632, page 7 lines 15-21), 
wherein said vender terminal is located at a check-out counter in a store (page 8 lines 17-18; 
figure 1 elements 630, 638); 

means, including a processor (Fig. 1, processor 611, page 7 lines 1-4, Fig. 1 processor 
652, 643 ), for identifying one or more parameters related to promotions received by said 
consumer based upon said identification information received by said means for receiving (page 
5 lines 25-27; figure 1 element 615); and means for determining a time at which a promotion is 
to be provided based upon said one or more parameters related to promotions received by said 
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consumer, said one or more parameters identified by said means for identifying (page 5 lines 25- 
27; figure 1 element 615). This is a means plus function recitation. 

The invention of claim 61 is a system, comprising: a consumer identification information 
receiver at a vendor location site configured to receive consumer identification information from 
a consumer, wherein said vendor location site is a check-out counter in a store (page 8 lines 6- 
29; figure 1 elements 630, 636, 638); a consumer identification record configured to contain 
stored consumer identification information of said consumer (page 9 lines 23-25; figure 1 
element 614, figure 3B element 720); a consumer characteristic record configured to contain a 
record of characteristics of said consumer (page 10 lines 1-6; figure 1 element 615); a promotion 
output device configured to output a targeted promotion at a promotion time based at least in part 
upon said record of characteristics of said consumer (page 1 1 lines 11-18; figure 1 element 634); 
and a processor configured to use said received consumer identification information to identify a 
consumer record using said stored consumer identification information, and to determine said 
promotion time at least in part based upon said record of characteristics of said consumer 
contained in said consumer characteristic record (page 1 1 lines 19-27; figure 1 elements 640, 
643, 644, and 646). 

The invention of claim 64 is a system according to claim 28, wherein said means for 
identifying one or more parameters related to promotions received by said consumer based upon 
said identification information received by said means for receiving comprises means for 
identifying by a digital processor (page 1 1 lines 22-27; figure 2 elements 610, 620, 682). This is 
a means plus function recitation. 

The invention of claim 65 (erroneously numbered as the second occurrent of 64 in the 
amendment filed 1 1/29/2008) is a system according to claim 28, wherein said means for 
determining a time at which a promotion is to be provided based upon said one or more 
parameters related to promotions received by said consumer, said one or more parameters 
identified by said means for identifying comprises means for determining by a digital processor 
(page 11 lines 22-27; figure 2 elements 610, 620, 682). 

6. 37 CFR 41,37(c)(l)(vi) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 
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Whether the rejections of claims 1 and 28 under 35 USC 101 for allegedly not defining 
statutory subject matter are improper and should be reversed. 

Whether the rejections of claims 1-5, 7, 9-21, 23-36, 39-42, 44-46, and 62-65 under 35 
USC 102(e) as allegedly anticipated by Swix et al (6,718,551 hereinafter "Swix") are improper 
and should be reversed. 

Whether the rejections of claims 6, 8, 22, 37, 38, 43, and 47-61 under 35 USC 103 as 
allegedly obvious in view of Swix are improper and should be reversed. (NOTE: the summary 
of the 35 USC 103 rejections in the office action identifies only claims 6, 22, 38, and 47-61, but 
discussion of the 35 USC 103 rejections in the office action also refers to claims 8, 37, 43. See 
office action page 5 lines 1-4.) 

7. 37 CFR 41,37(c)(l)(vii) Argument in which each ground identified under 
section 37 CFR 41,37(c)(l)(vi) is treated in a separate section 

See the following sections. 

IV. 37 CFR 41.37(C)(VII) - ARGUMENT 

Arguments are presented for each of the issues specified in 37 CFR 41.37(c)(l)(vi), in the 
following major sections V, VI, and VII. 

V. WHETHER THE REJECTIONS OF CLAIMS 1 AND 28 UNDER 35 USC 101 FOR 
ALLEGEDLY NOT DEFINING STATUTORY SUBJECT MATTER IS 
IMPROPER AND SHOULD BE REVERSED 

1. Claim 1 

In response to the rejection under 35 USC 101, claim 1 was amended to define a link to 
actual device structure, as suggested by the examiner. 
Claim 1 recites: 

1 . A computer-implemented method comprising steps of 

a processor receiving, via an identification input device, identification 



6 



information from a consumer; 

a processor storing in computer memory records of promotions received 
by said consumer; 

a processor identifying from said records of promotions received by said 
consumer, based upon said received identification information, one or more 
parameters related to said promotions received by said consumer; and 

a processor determining a time at which a promotion is to be provided 
based upon said identified one or more parameters related to promotions received 
by said consumer. 

This method is tied to use of a particular machine by recitation of "a processor storing"; 
"a processor identifying"; "via an identification input device", and "a processor determining; 
"records"; "storing in computer memory", etc. Accordingly, rejection under 101 is improper. 

Further, this claim does not define a mere disembodied mathematical algorithm since it 
ties the method steps to use of an apparatus, and the claimed process includes both filtering to 
identify records for one consumer, and related parameter lookup, in addition to a time 
determination based upon an algorithm. 

2. Claim 28 

In response to the rejection of claim 28, appellant asserts this rejection is improper 
because claim 28 contains means plus function recitations and therefore is limited to 
embodiments in the specification, all of which included hardware. However, to avoid the issue, 
claim 28 was also amended to expressly recite structural elements. 

Claim 28 recites: 

28. A system, comprising: 

means, including an identification input device, for receiving, at a 
processor, identification information from a consumer; 

means, including a processor, for storing in computer memory records of 
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promotions received by said consumer; 

means, including a processor, for identifying from said records of 
promotions received by said consumer, one or more parameters related to said 
promotions received by said consumer based upon said identification information 
received by said means for receiving; and 

means, including a processor, for determining a time at which a promotion 
is to be provided based upon said one or more parameters related to said 
promotions received by said consumer, said one or more parameters identified by 
said means for identifying. 

The "identification input device" is discussed in the specification and is part of a specific 
machine. Each of the "means" recitations corresponds to one or more structure elements in the 
specification. The claimed "processor" is part of a specific machine. 

VL WHETHER THE REJECTIONS OF CLAIMS 1-5, 7, 9-21, 23-36, 39-42, 44-46, 
AND 62-65 UNDER 35 USC 102(E) AS BEING ANTICIPATED BY SWIX (USP 
6,718,551) ARE IMPROPER AND SHOULD BE REVERSED 

0. Summary of Arguments 

REQUEST FOR PRECEDENTIAL DECISION - The appellant requests a 
precedential decision regarding the first issue noted below, so that the examining corps and the 
bar are on notice as to what showings in an office action are sufficient to prima facie support a 
102 rejection. 

First, the examiner has not presented a prima facie case for the 35 USC 102(e) rejections 
of claims 2-3, 7, 9-15, 19-21, 23-25, 27, 29-36, 39-42, 45-46 and 62-65 (dependent claims and 
independent claims differing from claim 1). From the office action, it is clear that the limitations 
of most claims are not addressed, and in a manner that would lead any reader to doubt that these 
claims were anticipated. Thus, the rejections of claims 2-3, 7, 9-15, 19-21, 23-25, 27, 29—36, 
39-42, 45-46 And 62-65 should be reversed. 
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Second, the examiner errs as to independent claims 1, 28, 59, and 60, and also 
independent claims 33 and 61 (all independent claims) because Swix does not disclose or 
suggest the claimed processor making a timing determination, as defined by all of these claims. 

Third, the examiner errs as to independent claims 1, 28, 59, and 60 for the additional 
reason that Swix does not disclose (or suggest) the claimed processor making a timing 
determination based upon the claimed "parameters related to promotions received by said 
consumer." 

Fourth, the examiner errs as to independent claims 33 and 61 because Swix does not 
disclose (or suggest) a processor making a timing determination based upon the claimed 
"characteristics of said consumer". 

Fifth, Swix does not disclose limitations defined by many of the dependent claims. 

1 . REQUEST FOR PRECEDENTIAL BPAI DECISION ON THIS ISSUE - 
The Examiner Has Not Presented A Prima Facie Case For The 35 USC 
102(e) Rejections Of Claims 2-3, 7, 9-15, 19-21, 23-25, 27, 29-36, 39-42, 45-46 
And 62-65 

A. WHY THIS MAY BE AN IDEAL CASE FOR A PRECEDENTIAL 
DECISION 

This may be an ideal case for the BPAI to render a precedential decision what showings 
are sufficient on the part of an examiner to carry the examiner's burden of persuasion for a 102 
rejection. The cited evidence is a U.S. patent. The issues are fairly clear. The citations to Swix 
in the office action are so short and non specific, that no reasonable reader would consider those 
citations disclosing the limitations of the large number of claims rejected based upon Swix. 

The appellant respectfiiUy requests that the panel consider the ongoing problem in 
prosecuting before examiners that fail to make a case on the record, that is, the burden that 
places on applicants, and then consider the burden that places on you on review. Please consider 
therefore making a decision in this case precedential regarding what the BPAI expects from 
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examiners, and the relevant burdens of proof and persuasion viz 102 rejections. 

B. REASONING WHY THERE IS NO PRIMA FACIE CASE 
i. WHAT IS THE STANDARD? 

A prima facie case requires carrying the burdens of proof and persuasion. The proof is 
the evidence. The persuasion is the reasoning that leads one to agree that an assertion is, for 
example, more likely true than not true. 

Which raises the question what constitutes a prima facie case of rejection for an examiner 
in a 102 rejection. 

The most practical definition of a prima facie case, from your perspective, is whether 
your reviewing court, the CAFC, would agree. The CAFC would never agree that showing an 
independent claim anticipated rendered all other claims anticipated! However, the CCPA and 
the CAFC have phrased the issue as one of burden of proof and persuasion without defining 
what constitutes carrying that burden for a 102 rejection based upon a patent. See for example In 
re Alton . 76 F.3d 1 168, 37 USPQ2d 1578, 1583-84 (Fed. Cir. 1996): 

The examiner (or the Board, if the Board is the first body to raise a particular 
ground for rejection) "bears the initial burden ... of presenting a prima facie case 
of unpatentability." In re Oetiker . 977 F.2d 1443, 1445, 24 USPQ2d 1443, 1444 

(Fed. Cir. 1992) Once the examiner or Board carries the burden of making 

out a prima facie case of unpatentability, "the burden of coming forward with 
evidence or argument shifts to the applicant." Oetiker, 977 F.2d at 1445, 24 
USPQ2d at 1444. To overcome a prima facie case, an applicant must show that 
the invention as claimed is adequately described to one skilled in the art. "After 
evidence or argument is submitted by the applicant in response, patentability is 
determined on the totality of the record, by a preponderance of the evidence with 
due consideration to persuasiveness of argument." Id. at 1445, 24 USPQ2d at 
1444. 
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One metric of burden of persuasion for a 102 rejection is whether the rejection 
procedurally comphes with 37 CFR 1.104's requirements that the "particular part relied upon 
must be designated" to "clearly explain... each rejected claim...." See also MPEP 706. 

On metric could be whether the rejection appears reasonable on its face, that is, without 
reading the reference to check the alleged correlations of claim limitations to disclosure in a 
reference, the rejection appears to be facially sufficient. This is not a purely subjective test. For 
example, the rejection appears to individually address all limitations of each claim on a claim by 
claim basis, or that explains that a limitation is the same in a set of claims, and then correlates a 
portion of the reference to that limitation. Such aspects of a rejection are objective, not 
subjective factors. Another factor would be the length of a cited passage. Short cites, such as 
column 2 lines 2-5 suggest specificity, whereas long cites such as "see columns 2-4" suggest the 
examiner is groping. They are the types of factors that jump out, upon review, and provide a 
readily usable objective standard, even though "appears reasonable on its face" seems to be 
subjective. 

One metric could be that, in rejecting multiple dependent claims and an independent 
claim, an assertion that limitations of the independent claim are met by the reference. However, 
that arguably does not comply with procedural due process, failing to identify to the applicant 
why the claim is rejected. This metric would be improper. 

ii. THE FACTS OF THIS CASE 

The discussion in the office action of the 102 rejections is short, covering only 5 
paragraphs and less than 2 pages of double spaced type. The first paragraph contains assertions 
that roughly corresponds to independent claim 1 . However, it is that paragraph, and only that 
paragraph, upon which the examiner relies to support rejection under 102 of some 36 claims. 
See the paragraph spanning pages 3 and 4 in the office action. Those pages clearly do not 
individually identify any claim or claim limitation as corresponding to Swix. That is, no sentence 
in that paragraph identifies a particular claim and then identifies disclosure in Swix relating to 
that limitation. 

However, this is not an isolated incident in this case, but a continuing pattern in the office 
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actions in this application. The appHcant has repeatedly identified that failing to the examiner in 
prior filing in response to rejections over Swix, giving the examiner ample opportunity to cure 
the failings in the office actions, - - to specify what in Swix discloses claimed limitations. For 
example, the appeal brief filed 4/7/2005 contained a section entitled "The Examiner Has Not 
Presented a Prima Facie Case For The 35 USC 102(e) Rejections Of ClaimsS, 7 , 9-15, 19-21, 
23-25, 27, 29-36, 39-42, 45-46 And 62-65". Similarly, the apphcant addressed in detail the 
rejections based upon Swix in the amendment filed October 7, 2004, which included a section 
titled "The Examiner Has Not Shown, And Swix Does Not Disclose, The Limitations Of 
Dependent Claims 2, 3, 7,9-15, 19-21,23-25,27, 29-32,34-36,39-42, And 45-46 And Independent 
Claim 33." The office action appealed from fails to address those repeated prior assertions; to 
provide any reasoning, citations to the evidence or interpretations of the claim recitations.' 

Take as an example claim 23. Claim 23 is one of the 36 or so claims rejected under 102 
cited only in the paragraph spanning pages 3 and 4 of the office action. Claim 23 recites "23. 

The method according to claim 1, wherein said step of determining said time at which 
said promotion is to be provided comprises determining a value of said promotions recently 
received by said consumer." There is no discussion in the office action, much less in the 
paragraph spanning pages 3 and 4, of anything remotely related to what claim 23 defines. 

iii. APPLYING THE POSSIBLE STANDARDS TO THE FACTS 

If the standard is compliance with 37 CFR 1.104, then the rejection fails to make a prima 
facie case because it has not specified the "particular part rehed upon must be designated" to 
"clearly explain... each rejected claim...." 

If the standard is " reasonable on its face", then the office action fails because the facts 



'The prior examiner's answer contained a "response to argument" section which appeared 
to address some of the applicant's arguments. See answer dated 6/7/2005 pages 10-11. 
However, the examiner has not maintained those arguments into the current office action, for the 
good reasons noted in appellants reply brief filed 12/26/2007. That reply brief stated, in to to, "In 
response to the examiner's answer mailed December 14, 2007, the applicant notes that the 
examiner's answer reiterates the arguments in the office action appealed from. It contains no 
new arguments. In response, the applicant notes that the examiner's arguments are addressed in 
the appeal brief" 
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show that it objectively is unreasonable. No identification claim by claim. One paragraph 
addressing 36 or so claims. Not even an appearance of addressing all claims. And silence in the 
face of repeated allegations that the rejection failed prima facie. 

The standard adopted by the examiner, however, is unworkable, and therefore rejections 
of these claims should be reversed for failing to carry the burden of persuasion. 

2. The Rejections of Independent claims 1, 28, 59, and 60; and independent 
claims 31 and 61, Under 35 USC 102 

Consider claim 1 . Claim 1 recites: 

1 . A computer-implemented method comprising steps of: 

a processor receiving, via an identification input device, identification 

information from a consumer; 

a processor storing in computer memory records of promotions received 

by said consumer; 

a processor identifying from said records of promotions received by said 
consumer, based upon said received identification information, one or more 
parameters related to said promotions received by said consumer; and 

a processor determining a time at which a promotion is to be provided 
based upon said identified one or more parameters related to promotions 
received by said consumer. [Italics added for emphasis.] 

First, the examiner errors by equating Swix Figure 3 element 302 to the claimed "a 
processor determining a time at which a promotion is to be provided' which time is "based upon 
said identified one or more parameters related to promotions received by said consumer." 
Office action page 4 lines 1-5. Swix Figure 3 element 302 is unrelated to the claimed timing 
feature. Swix does not disclose a processor determining a time at which a promotion is to be 
provided based upon said identified one or more parameters related to promotions received by 
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said consumer, as defined by independent claim 1 . 

This application discloses that parameters related to promotions are data defining the 
nature of promotions already received, the type of promotions already received, the class of 
promotions already received, the industry of promotions already received, the valid dates of 
promotions already received, the valid locations of promotions already received, the provision of 
promotions already received, the packaging of promotions already received, other products that 
must be purchased to exercise the promotions already received, the value of promotions already 
received, and/or the timing of promotions already received. See page 19 line 24 to page 20 line 
3 of our specification. 

Swix is directed to providing targeted advertisements. Title. According to its abstract, 
Swix discloses: 

A method and system for providing targeted advertisements over a networked 
media delivery system, especially interactive television networks, the system 
comprising tracking and storing viewer selections, analyzing the selections, and 
delivering targeted advertisements that appeal to the particular subscriber making 
the selections, the system including a merge processor, a file server, a profile 
processor, and a broadcast server contained in a head end in communication with 
a plurality of set-top boxes through a distribution network. Based on a 
subscriber's viewing habits and account information, the present invention 
delivers different, customized advertisements to different viewers watching the 
same program or channel. The present invention delivers the advertisements as 
either still frame bit maps or as video streams advertisement insertion in a playlist 
or a broadcast media program. 

However, providing targeted advertisements does not disclose the claimed processor 
determining a time to provide a promotion to a consumer, based upon " parameters related to 
promotions received by said consumer". 

Regarding element 302 (relied upon by the examiner in the rejection), Swix states: 
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In a preferred embodiment of the present invention, the advertisement 
insertion slot is in an interactive television menu screen. As an example, FIG. 3 
shows progressive menu screens of a typical interactive television system. Each 
screen has an area 300 for displaying bit map or video advertisements forwarded 
by file server 102. In screen 302, the subscriber views the main menu having 
general viewing categories, such as movies, sports events, children's programs, 
and adult programs. After choosing "movies," in screen 304 the subscriber is 
presented with types of available movies, such as comedies, action, drama, and 
westerns. Upon choosing "westerns," screen 306 appears, giving the subscriber 
individual movie titles to order, such as "True Grit" and "High Noon." Finally, 
after ordering a particular movie, "True Grit," the interactive television system 
displays a marquee screen 308 that provides information about the movie, such as 
lead actors, director, and running time. 

During this interactive session, the navigator records each subscriber 
selection as event data. In the preferred embodiment, the navigator uploads the 
latest event data to merge processor 100 every time a new targeted advertisement 
must be inserted. In this manner, profile processor 100 has the latest event data, 
along with the data from other databases, to assess a viewer's current interests. 
Thus, for example, in screen 302, the present invention could display a bit map or 
video movie trailer advertisement enticing the subscriber to look further into the 
menu options but not necessarily targeting a specific customer profile or 
demographic group. Then, once the subscriber has chosen "movies" and moved to 
screen 304, the present invention could display a bit map or video advertisement 
for popcom knowing that this particular subscriber has watched several movies in 
the last month (from the event data) and that the subscriber indicated a liking for 
popcom in a recent consumer spending survey (from survey database 126). 

Nothing therein suggests a processor determining a time to provide a promotion based 
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upon content of other promotions received by said consumer. Yes, Swix determines promotions 
to show the consumer. Yes, Swix shows promotions at regular intervals. But nothing in Swix 
suggests a processor determining the time at which a promotion should be shown to the 
consumer based upon content of prior promotions received by the consumer. That is what claim 
1 defines. Independent claims 28, 59, and 60 contain similar recitations. The rejections based 
upon Swix are improper for the same reasons as claim 1 . 

Swix also does not disclose claim 33's "processor configured to ... determine said 
promotion time at least in part based upon said record of characteristics of said consumer 
contained in said consumer characteristic record." As noted above in the discussion of claim 1, 
Swix does not disclose a timing determination of when to provide promotions to a person, and in 
addition nothing in Swix discloses or suggests such a determination based upon consumer 
characteristics. The same reasoning applies to independent claims 61 . 

In summary, nothing in Swix discloses or suggests any independent claim. 

The examiner's reasoning is now discussed below. In support of the 35 USC 102(e) 
rejections the examiner stated that: 

With respect to claims 1-3, 7, 9-15, 19-21, 23-25, 27-36, 39-42, 45-46, 62- 
65 Swiss [sic] teaches a computer implemented method (Abstract). Receiving 
identification information from a consumer (Figure 2, 210); identifying, based 
upon said received identification information, one or more parameters related to 
promotions received by said consumer (Figure 3, 302); determining a time at 
which promotions is [sic] to be provided based upon said identified one or more 
parameters related to promotions received by said consumer (col. 10, lines 52 to 
col. 11, lines 1-3). [Office Action date January 7, 2005 page 6 lines 20-26; 
repeated in office action dated 1 1/18/2008, paragraph spanning pages 3 and 4, 
interpolation supplied.] 

In a prior office action, the examiner alleged that: 
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...Swiss [sic] teaches determining a time, such as when the user is watching a 
particular program in which to present to present [sic] further ads, based on the 
user's receipt of previous ads. For example, when a user is [sic] has 
watched/received a commercial for outdoor adventure gear then the system 
determines when is the right time to display a commercial for a sport utility 
vehicle in which the user can carry out the adventure gear previously 
watched/received by the customer (col. 12, lines 43-60). [Office Action mailed 
1/7/2005 page 9 line 17 to page 10 line 4; interpolation supplied.] 

The passages of Swix relied upon by the examiner are copied below. Column 10 line 52 
to column 1 1 line 3 of Swix states that: 

During this interactive session, the navigator records each subscriber 
selection as event data. In the preferred embodiment, the navigator uploads the 
latest event data to merge processor 100 every time a new targeted advertisement 
must be inserted. In this manner, profile processor 100 has the latest event data, 
along with the data from other databases, to assess a viewer's current interests. 
Thus, for example, in screen 302, the present invention could display a bit map or 
video movie trailer advertisement enticing the subscriber to look further into the 
menu options but not necessarily targeting a specific customer profile or 
demographic group. Then, once the subscriber has chosen "movies" and moved to 
screen 304, the present invention could display a bit map or video advertisement 
for popcom knowing that this particular subscriber has watched several movies in 
the last month (from the event data) and that the subscriber indicated a liking for 
popcom in a recent consumer spending survey (from survey database 126). 
[Column 10 line 52 to column 1 1 line 3.] 

Column 12 lines 43 to 60 of Swix states that: 
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...advertisement for outdoor adventure gear, then watched a movie trailer 
about a wilderness hiking disaster, and finally ordered the feature movie 
presentation about a wilderness survival competition. 

According to the present invention, when the viewer orders the feature 
movie presentation, the pay-per-view service prepares to send the movie along 
with the commercials that will precede and follow the movie. At this point, 
profile processor 104 analyzes the event data and additional data, classifies the 
viewer in a certain demographic group, and delivers a commercial targeted for 
that group. As an example, given the viewer's interest in outdoor adventures, a 
suitable advertisement would be a commercial for a sport utility vehicle with 
specialized accessories that carry outdoor adventure gear. The present invention 
would deliver this advertisement as a full screen video stream played prior to or 
after the showing of the feature movie presentation. 

Broadcast Advertisement Insertion [Column 12 lines 43-60.] 

The examiner's assertions in view of these passages in Swix are now discussed. The 
examiner relied upon Swix column 10 line 52 to column 11 line 3 to support her assertion that 
"Swix teaches determining a time at which promotions is to be provided based upon said 
identified one or more parameters related to promotions received by said consumer." Clearly 
that assertion is wrong because Swix does not disclose determining a time to air these ads, in 
which that determined time is based upon parameters related to received promotions. Swix 
discloses airing the commercials when there is an open advertisement slot, like before or after a 
movie. See Swix column 9 lines 19-20 and column 12 lines 49-50. Nothing in Swix suggests a 
processor determining when to display an advertisement to the consumer based upon parameters 
related to promotions received by that customer, such as the nature, the type, the class, the 
industry, the valid dates, the valid locations, the provision method, the packaging, the products 
that must be purchased to exercise the promotions already received, the value, and/or the timing 
of promotions already received. The examiner's rehance on Swix column 10 line 52 to column 
1 1 line 3 is misplaced because that passages discloses a system which displays a video 
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advertisement based upon event data and a consumer survey; it does not disclose determining the 
time to display a promotion based upon parameters related to received promotions. 

The examiner relied upon Swix column 12 lines 43-60 to support her assertion that "Swix 
teaches determining a time, such as when the user is watching a particular program in which to 
present further ads, based on the user's receipt of previous ads." Clearly that assertion is wrong 
because Swix does not disclose determining a time to air these ads, in which that determined 
time is based upon parameters related to received promotions. Swix discloses airing the 
commercials when there is an open advertisement slot, like before or after a movie. See Swix 
column 9 lines 19-20 and column 12 lines 49-50. Nothing in Swix suggests a processor 
determining when to display an advertisement to the consumer based upon parameters related to 
promotions received, such as the nature, the type, the class, the industry, the valid dates, the 
valid locations, the provision method, the packaging, other products that must be purchased to 
exercise the promotions already received, the value and/or the timing of promotions already 
received. The examiner's reliance on Swix column 12 lines 43-60 is misplaced because that 
passage discloses analyzing event and additional data, classifying the viewer in a certain 
demographic group, and delivering a commercial for that group before or after a movie, not a 
processor determining a time to provide a promotion based upon parameters related to 
promotions received by a customer. 

The examiner states that "For example, when a user has watched/received a commercial 
for outdoor adventure gear then the system determines when is the right time to display a 
commercial for a sport utility vehicle in which the user can carry out the adventure gear 
previously watched/received by the customer." Office action mailed January 7, 2005 page 9 line 
17 to page 10 line 4. That conclusion is wrong because Swix does not teach determining the 
right time to display a commercial, rather Swix teaches determining what commercial to display 
in an open advertisement slot, and depending that determination upon the demographic group in 
which Swix classified the consumer. See Swix column 9 lines 17-20. Swix cites as an example 
that if a viewer was interested in outdoor adventures, a suitable advertisement would be a 
commercial for a sport utility vehicle with specialized accessories that carry outdoor adventure 
gear. See column 12 lines 53-57. That example in Swix does not disclose timing the delivery of 
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the advertisement. In fact, as mentioned supra, Swix teaches that the commercials are aired 
when there is an open advertisement slot. Airing a commercial when there is an open 
advertisement slot is not equivalent to a processor determining a time to provide a promotion 
based upon identified parameters related to promotions received. The times when advertisement 
slots exist are determined by whoever sets up the programming. Swix does not concern itself 
with who schedules programming in a standard video broadcast. Accordingly, Swix also does 
not disclose a processor determining a time to provide a promotion based upon a parameter 
related to promotions received by consumer. 

In summary, Swix does not disclose or suggest what the examiner asserts. Specifically, 
Swix does not disclose a processor determining a time to provide a promotion, and basing that 
determination upon identified parameters related to promotions received by the customer , as 
defined by independent claims 1, 28, 59, and 60, or upon characteristics of said consumer 
contained in said consumer characteristic record , as defined by independent claims 33 and 61. 
Therefore, the rejections of all independent claims as anticipated or obvious based upon Swix are 
improper and should be reversed. 

3. The Rejections of Independent claims 1, 28, 59, and 60, Under 35 USC 102 
(Applicable to claims 1, 28, 59, and 60, and claims depending therefrom, 
which are claims 1-32, 46-54, 59, 60, and 62-65) 

As noted above the Swix does not disclose the claimed processor determining a time, and 
further, that the determination is based upon the "parameters related to promotions received by 
said consumes," defined by independent claims 1, 28, 59, and 60. 

4. The Rejections Of Independent Claims 33 and 61 Under 35 USC 102 
(Applicable to claims 33, 61, and claims depending therefrom, which are 
claims: 33-45, 54-58, and 61) 

Swix also does not disclose claim 33's "processor configured to ... determine said 
promotion time at least in part based upon said record of characteristics of said consumer 
contained in said consumer characteristic record." Nothing in Swix discloses or suggests such a 
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determination based upon consumer characteristics. Nor does the office action address this 
concept. The same reasoning applies to independent claims 61. 

In summary, Swix does not disclose or suggest what the examiner asserts. Specifically, 
Swix does not disclose a processor determining a time to provide a promotion, and basing that 
determination upon characteristics of said consumer contained in said consumer characteristic 
record, as defined by independent claims 33 and 61. 

5. Swix Does Not Disclose Additional Limitations of Dependent Claims 2, 3, 7, 
9-15, 20-21, 23-25, 27, 29-32, 33, 41, 42, 46, 63, and 65 

5A. Dependent Claims not addressed in the Office Action 

Each claim noted below in subsections 5.1 to 5.27 contains a different limitation which is 
not disclosed by Swix. In each of the following sections, the argument is (1) that Swix does not 
disclose the claimed limitation, and that the examiner has failed to identify anything in Swix to 
the contrary. Therefore none of these claims stand or fall as a group. Separate headings are 
therefore provided. 

5.1 Claim 2 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 2 of "wherein said one or more parameters 
related to said promotions received by said consumer relate to a packaging of said received 
promotions received by said consumer." 

5.2 Claim 3 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 3 of "wherein said one or more parameters 
related to said promotions received by said consumer relate to a time at which said promotions 
received were received by said consumer." 

5.3 Claim 7 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 7 of "wherein said one or more parameters 
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related to said promotions received by said consumer relate to a value of said promotions 
received." . 

5.4 Claim 9 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 9 of "wherein said one or more parameters 
related to said promotions received by said consumer relate to a provision method of said 
promotions received." 

5.5 Claim 10 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 10 of "wherein said one or more parameters 
related to said promotions received by said consumer relate to other purchases necessary to 
exercise said promotions received." 

5.6 Claim 11 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 1 1 of "wherein said one or more parameters 
related to said promotions received by said consumer relate to a nature of said promotions 
received." 

5.7 Claim 12 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 12 of "wherein said one or more parameters 
related to said promotions received by said consumer relate to a promoter who is the source of 
said promotions received." 

5.9 Claim 13 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 13 of "wherein said step of identifying one 
or more parameters comprises determining if said consumer is appropriate for said promotion, 
said promotion being predetermined." 

5.10 Claim 14 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 14 of "further comprising a step of 
providing said promotion at said determined time to said identified consumer." 

5.11 Claim 15 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 15 of "further comprising a step of using 
said received identification information to identify said consumer." It does identification and 
tracking of event data using a "subscriber's set-top box identification," but that is not identifying 
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the consumer using consumer identification data entered via the Identification device of claim 1 . 

5.12 Claim 20 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 20 of "wherein said step of determining 
said time at which said promotion is to be provided comprises determining a number of 
promotions recently received by said consumer." 

5.13 Claim 21 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 21 of "wherein said number of promotions 
recently received by said consumer comprising promotions in a particular industry recently 
received by said consumer." 

5.14 Claim 23 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 23 of "wherein said step of determining 
said time at which said promotion is to be provided comprises determining a value of said 
promotions recently received by said consumer." 

5.15 Claim 24 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 24 of "wherein said step of determining 
said time at which said promotion is to be provided comprises determining an importance of said 
provision of said promotion to a promoter." 

5.16 Claim 25 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 25 of "charging a promoter according to 
said importance of said provision of said promotion." 

5.17 Claim 27 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 27 of "determining promotions recently 
received by said consumer; determining at least one of a demographic and a purchase history 
characteristic of said consumer; determining an importance of said provision of said promotion 
to a promoter; and fusing said determined promotions recently received, said at least one of a 
demographic and a purchase history characteristic, and said importance of said provision into 
one parameter related to said time at which said promotion is to be provided." 

5.18 Claim 29 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 29 of "wherein said one or more parameters 
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of related to promotions received by said consumer comprising at least one of a timing, an 
industry, a class, a type, a packaging, a validity date, a valid location, other products that must be 
purchased to exercise, and a value of said promotions received by said consumer." 

5.19 Claim 30 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 30 of "means for providing said promotion 
at said time determined by said means for determining to said consumer identified by said means 
for identifying." 

5.20 Claim 31 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 3 1 of "means for selecting a targeted 
promotion from a plurality of potential promotions based upon said one or more characteristics 
of said consumer, said time determined by said means for determining being for said targeted 
promotion." 

5.21 Claim 32 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 32 of "means for receiving a predetermined 
promotion from a promoter, said time determined by said means for determining being for said 
predetermined promotion." 

5.22 Claim 33 

Swix does not disclose either the recitation in claim 33 of "a promotion output device 
configured to output a targeted promotion at a promotion time based at least in part upon said 
record characteristics of said consumer" or "a processor configured ...to determine said 
promotion time at least in part based upon said record or characteristics of said consumer 
contained in said consumer characteristic record." Furthermore, claims 34-35 and claim 45 
depend from claim 33, so for the same reasons the rejection of claim 33 is improper, the 
rejections of claims 34-36 and 45 are improper. 

5.23 Claim 41 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 41 of "wherein said received promotions 
record comprises a received promotion provision method record." 

5.24 Claim 42 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 42 of "wherein said received promotions 
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record comprises a received promotion packaging record." 

5.25 Claim 46 

Swix does not disclose the recitation in claim 46 of "A computer readable medium 
containing program instructions for execution on a computer system, which when executed by 
the computer system, cause the computer system to perform the method recited in any one of 
claims 1 to 27." 

5.26 Claim 63 

Swix does not disclose the recitation of claim 63 "wherein said determining a time at 
which a promotion is to be provided based upon said identified one or more parameters related to 
promotions received by said consumer comprises determining in a computer system." 

5.27 Claim 65 

Swix does not disclose the recitation of claim 65 "wherein said means for determining a 
time at which a promotion is to be provided based upon said one or more parameters related to 
promotions received by said consumer, said one or more parameters identified by said means for 
identifying comprises means for determining by a digital processor." 

5.B Swix Does Not Disclose Additional Limitations of Claims 16, 18, 26, and 44 

For these claims, the examiner errs for the reasons noted below. 

5.28 Claim 16 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 USC 102(e) as being anticipated by Swix. In support of 
this rejection, the examiner states that: 

With respect to claim 16, Swix flirther teaches selecting a targeted 
promotion from a plurality of potential promotions based upon said one or more 
characteristics of said consumer, said determined time being for said targeted 
promotion (col. 12, lines 22-90 [sic]). [Office Action mailed Jan. 7, 2005 page 7 
lines 6-9; interpolation supplied.] 

In reply, the applicant submits Swix does not disclose "a step of selecting a targeted 
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promotion from a plurality of potential promotions based upon said one or more characteristics 
of said consumer, said determined time being for said targeted promotion," as recited by claim 
16. 

The examiner has relied upon Swix column 12 lines 22-60 and column 10 line 51 to 
column 1 1 line 2 of Swix for teaching that selecting a targeted promotion from a plurality of 
potential promotions based upon said one or more characteristics of a consumer. These passages 
read as follows. Column 12 lines 22-60 of Swix states that: 

An example of the video stream playlist method of the present invention is 
a pay-per-view movie service that shows commercials or movie trailers before 
and after a feature presentation. In this case, merge processor 100 would contain 
an event list of every viewing selection made by the subscriber up to the ordering 
of the movie. The event list could include data such as movie previews watched, 
movies watched, television programming watched, products ordered via 
interactive television, choices from interactive menus, commercials viewed, and 
commercials turned off. The historical extent of the data would depend on how 
long the present invention was active on the subscriber's television. In addition to 
event data, the media service provider would also have subscriber account 
information such as billing. 

As the subscriber progresses through the pay-per-view menu screens, 
events (subscriber selections) are stored in the set-top box and periodically 
uploaded to the server. The server collects the data and organizes it into event 
lists. For example, the list may show that the viewer watched a movie trailer for a 
movie about white water rafting, then viewed an advertisement for outdoor 
adventure gear, then watched a movie trailer about a wildemess hiking disaster, 
and finally ordered the feature movie presentation about a wildemess survival 
competition. 

According to the present invention, when the viewer orders the feature 
movie presentation, the pay-per-view service prepares to send the movie along 
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with the commercials that will precede and follow the movie. At this point, profile 
processor 104 analyzes the event data and additional data, classifies the viewer in 
a certain demographic group, and delivers a commercial targeted for that group. 
As an example, given the viewer's interest in outdoor adventures, a suitable 
advertisement would be a commercial for a sport utility vehicle with specialized 
accessories that carry outdoor adventure gear. The present invention would 
deliver this advertisement as a full screen video stream played prior to or after the 
showing of the feature movie presentation. [Swix column 12 lines 22-60.] 



Column 10 line 5 1 to column 1 1 lines 1-2 of Swix states that: 



During this interactive session, the navigator records each subscriber 
selection as event data. In the preferred embodiment, the navigator uploads the 
latest event data to merge processor 100 every time a new targeted advertisement 
must be inserted. In this manner, profile processor 100 has the latest event data, 
along with the data from other databases, to assess a viewer's current interests. 
Thus, for example, in screen 302, the present invention could display a bit map or 
video movie trailer advertisement enticing the subscriber to look further into the 
menu options but not necessarily targeting a specific customer profile or 
demographic group. Then, once the subscriber has chosen "movies" and moved to 
screen 304, the present invention could display a bit map or video advertisement 
for popcom knowing that this particular subscriber has watched several movies in 
the last month (from the event data) and that the subscriber indicated a liking for 
popcom in a recent consumer spending survey (from survey database 126). 
[Column 10 line 51 to column 1 1 line 2.] 



The foregoing passages in Swix are is directed to classifying the viewer in a certain 
demographic group and delivering commercials targeted for that group. See column 6 lines 16- 
24. Swix discloses delivering commercials when there is an open advertisement slot. See 
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column 9 lines 17-20. Swix further discloses delivering advertisements as a full screen video 
stream played prior to or after the showing of a feature movie presentation. See column 12 lines 
49-50. However, Swix does not disclose determining the timing of its promotion, specifically 
based upon either the "parameters" defined by claim lor claim 16's additional limitation that the 
"determined timed time being for said targeted promotion." Thus, the foregoing passages do not 
disclose "selecting a targeted promotion from a plurality of potential promotions based upon said 
one or more characteristics of said consumer, said determined time being for said targeted 
promotion,". In fact, nothing in Swix discloses the limitations of claim 16. 

5.29 Claim 18 

Swix does not disclose a method wherein a "desired consumer profile originates from a 
promoter," as recited by claim 18. A promoter is defined in the specification at page 4 lines 14- 
16 as any company, manufacturer, distributer, retailer, wholesaler, service provider, individual, 
and/or any other entity that wishes to provide promotions related to the promoter's product 
and/or service to consumers. The examiner cites to Swix column 12 lines 22-60 for disclosing 
this recitation which is quoted herein above in the response to the rejection of claim 16. Swix 
column 12 lines 22-60 does disclose the claimed limitation. Swix does not disclose a system that 
provides promotions related to its own product, thus the system disclosed in Swix is not a 
promoter. Therefore, Swix does not disclose that the consumer profile originates from a 
promoter. 

5.30 Claims 26 and 44 

Claims 26 and 44 are rejected under 35 USC 102(e) as being anticipated by Swix. In 
support of the examiner's rejection, the examiner states that: 

With respect to claims 26 and 44, Swix further teaches determining said 
time at which said promotion is to be provided comprises determining at least one 
of a demographic and a purchase characteristic of said consumer (col. 12, lines 
22-60). [Office action mailed Jan. 7, 2005 page 7 lines 13-15.] 
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Swix does not disclose either a method or a system including the step of "determining 
said time at which said promotion is to be provided comprises determining at least one of a 
demographic and a purchase history characteristic of said consumer," as recited by claim 26 and 
defined by claim 44. Swix teaches a system which records the subscriber's profile, classifies the 
customer into a demographic group and displays an advertisement to the customer that is 
customized for the customer or the customer's demographic group. See column 6 lines 8-25. 
Thus, Swix teaches determining the types of commercials to send to a consumer based upon their 
classified demographic group. Swix discloses that advertisements are delivered when an 
advertisement slot becomes available. See column 9 lines 19-20. Thus, Swix fails to disclose 
limitations of claims 26 and 44. 

VIL WHETHER THE REJECTIONS OF CLAIMS 6, 8, 22, 37, 38, 43, AND 47-61 
UNDER 35 use 103 AS BEING UNPATENTABLE OVER SWIX ARE 
IMPROPER AND SHOULD BE REVERSED 

In response, the applicant traverses these rejections because they are not supported by 
substantial evidence or valid reasoning. The rejections should be reversed for the reasons stated 
below. 

1 . Claims limited to a processor making a Timing Determination - Claims 6, 8, 
22, 37, 38, 43, AND 47-61 

For the reasons presented in the prior sections, Swix fails to disclose a processor 
determining time to provide a promotion. The examiner errs by failing to address why the 
foregoing limitations would have been obvious. And nothing in Swix would lead one skilled in 
the art to include such a determination. Therefore, Swix does not suggest any claim in this 
application. 

2. Claims limited to Depending upon Parameters Related to Promotions 
Received by Said Consumer Claims depending from 1, 28, 59, or 60 - (claims 
6, 8, 22, 47-50, and 51-54) 
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For the reasons presented in the prior section, Swix fails to disclose a timing 
determination based upon parameters related to promotions received by said consumer. The 
examiner errs by failing to address why the foregoing limitations would have been obvious. 
Therefore, Swix fails to disclose any claim depending upon claims 1 or 28, which include claims 
6, 8,22, 47-50, and 51-54. 

3. Claims limited to Depending Upon Characteristics of Said Consumer - 
Claims depending from 33 and 61 (Claims 37, 38, 43, and 55-58) 

For the reasons presented in the prior section, Swix fails to disclose a timing 
determination based upon characteristics of said consumer. The examiner errs by failing to 
address why the foregoing limitations would have been obvious. Therefore, Swix fails to 
disclose any claim depending upon claims 33 or 61, which include claims 37, 38, 43, and 55-58. 

4. The Official Notice Taken By The Examiner With Regard To Claims 8, 37, 
38, And 43 Is Improper And The Rejections Should Be Reversed For These 
Additional Reasons 

First, the applicants submit that the examiner's reliance on official notice is improper, 
since it forms the basis for the examiner's obviousness conclusion. See Barry, "Did You Ever 
Notice? Official Notice in Rejections" 81 JPTOS 129 (1999). Therefore, the rejections of 
claims 6, 8, 22, 37, 38, and 43 relying upon the official notice are improper and should be 
reversed. 

Second, the examiner's reasoning for taking official notice is flawed. The applicants 
submit that noticing that it is old and well known: (1) "for promotions to have a location in 
which it can be redeemed in order to promote patronage of an establishment", "for offers to have 
a validity date in which the offers can be redeemed in order [to] allow promoters/manufacturer 
[s] to better manage the offers", and "in the computer related arts to time stamp information 
received in order to keep track of when the information was received" are not appropriate 
circumstances for reliance upon official notice. In addressing this topic, MPEP 2144.03(A) 
states that: 
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Official notice unsupported by documentary evidence should only be 
taken by the examiner where the facts asserted to be well-known, or to be 
common knowledge in the art are capable of instant and unquestionable 
demonstration as being well-known. As noted by the court in In re Ahlert . 424 
F.2d 1088, 1091, 165 USPQ 418, 420 (CCPA 1970), the notice of facts beyond 
the record which may be taken by the examiner must be "capable of such instant 
and unquestionable demonstration as to defy dispute" (citing In re Knapp 
Monarch Co. . 296 F.2d 230, 132 USPQ 6 (CCPA 1961)). 

By taking official notice, the examiner asserts that certain facts are well-known or are 
common knowledge in the art and are capable of instant and unquestionable demonstration. The 
applicants dispute these assertions because these facts are not capable of instant and 
unquestionable demonstration as being well-known. Therefore, the rejections of claims 6, 8, 22, 
37, 38, and 43 relying upon official notice are improper and should be reversed. 

The official notice taken by the examiner with respect to a promotion validity date, 
which is recited by claims 8 and 37, is improper. The official notice taken by the examiner with 
respect to time stamp information received in order to keep track of when the information was 
received, which is recited by claim 43, is improper. 

As per claims 8 and 37, the examiner takes official notice that it is allegedly old and well 
known for offers to have a validity date prior to which the offers can be redeemed in order allow 
promoters/manufacture to better manage the offers. However, the examiner's official notice 
does not address the limitations of claim 8. Specifically, claim 8 defines determining a time at 
which a promotion is to be provided based upon validity dates of previously provided 
promotions. Neither Swix nor the examiner's official notice teach the step of "determining a 
time at which a promotion is to be provided based upon a validity date of said promotions 
received," as defined by claim 8 or similar limitations of claim 37. Thus, the examiner has not 
presented a prima facie case of obviousness, and therefore the rejection of claim 8 should be 
reversed. 

As per claim 38, the examiner takes official notice that it is old and well known for 
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promotions to have a location in which it can be redeemed in order to promote patronage of an 
establishment. However, the examiner's official notice does not address the limitations of claim 
38. Specifically, claim 38 defines a system wherein the received promotions record comprises a 
received promotion valid location code. Neither Swix nor the examiner's official notice teaches 
a system comprising a received promotions record for a customer that contains a "received 
promotion valid location record," as defined by 38. Thus, the examiner has not presented a 
prima facie case of obviousness, and therefore the rejection of claim 38 should be reversed. 

As per claim 43, the examiner takes official notice that it is allegedly old and well known 
in the computer related arts to time stamp information received in order to keep track of when 
the information was received. However, the examiner's official notice does not address the 
limitations of claim 43. Specifically, the examiner's official notice does not suggest storing this 
data in a consumer characteristics record. Neither Swix nor the examiner's official notice teach 
a system comprising "a promotion output device configured to output a targeted promotion at a 
promotion time based at least in part upon said record characteristics of said consumer" and "a 
processor configured ...to determine said promotion time at least in part based upon said record 
or characteristics of said consumer contained in said consumer characteristic record" and "said 
received promotions record comprises a received promotion time of receipt record," as defined 
in claim 43. Thus, the examiner has not presented a prima facie case of obviousness, and 
therefore the rejection of claim 43 should be reversed. 

VIIL 37 CFR 41.37 (c)(1) (continued) 

H. 37 CFR 41.37 (c)(l)(viii) Claims Appendix 

Appendix I is attached which contains a copy of the claims involved in the appeal. 
L 37 CFR 41.37 (c)(l)(ix) Evidence Appendix 

Appendix II contains attachments 1-4, which were submitted by amendment filed 
October 7, 2004. 

J. 37 CFR 41.37 (c)(l)(x) Related Proceedings Appendix 
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There are no related appeals or interferences under (c)(l)(x) of this section. Accordingly, 
this section is inapplicable. A blank related proceedings appendix, Appendix III, page is 
attached to formally comply. 

IX. 37 CFR 41.37 (c)(2) 

This brief includes claims amended by the amendment filed November 29, 2008, which 
was a timely amendment in response to the non-fmal office action dated November 18, 2008. 
Applicant's understanding is that such an amendment is entered as a matter of right, that section 
37 CFR 47.37 (c)(2) refers to amendments and evidence not admitted of right. Thus, this brief 
does not include any new or non-admitted amendment or evidence. 

X. 37 CFR 41.37 (d) 

This appeal brief complies with all the requirements of paragraph (c) of this section. 

XI 37 CFR 41.37 (e) 

This notice of appeal and appeal brief are filed timely. Accordingly, no extensions of 
time are necessary. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
1-30-2009 /RichardNeifeld#35,299/ 
DATE Richard Neifeld 

Attorney of Record 
Registration No. 35,299 

BTM/ran 

Printed: January 30, 2009 (12:45pm) 

Y:\Clients\Catalina\PIP-69A-KATZ\PIP-69A-KATZ\Drafts\SupplementalAppealBrief_PIP-69A 
-KATZ_12-9-2008.wpd 
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APPENDIX 1 - CLAIMS APPENDIX OF APPEALED CLAIMS 



1 . A computer- implemented method comprising steps of: 

a processor receiving, via an identification input device, identification information from a 
consumer; 

a processor storing in computer memory records of promotions received by said 
consumer; 

a processor identifying from said records of promotions received by said consumer, based 
upon said received identification information, one or more parameters related to said promotions 
received by said consumer; and 

a processor determining a time at which a promotion is to be provided based upon said 
identified one or more parameters related to promotions received by said consumer. 

2. The method according to claim 1 , wherein said one or more parameters related to 
said promotions received by said consumer relate to a packaging of said received promotions 
received by said consumer. 

3. The method according to claim 1 , wherein said one or more parameters related to 
said promotions received by said consumer relate to a time at which said promotions received 
were received by said consumer. 

4. The method according to claim 1 , wherein said one or more parameters related to 
said promotions received by said consumer relate to a product class of said promotions received 
by said consumer. 

5. The method according to claim 1, wherein said one or more parameters related to 
said promotions received by said consumer relate to a product industry of said promotions 
received by said consumer. 
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6. The method according to claim 1 , wherein said one or more parameters related to 
said promotions received by said consumer relate to a location where said promotions received 
can be exercised by said consumer. 

7. The method according to claim 1 , wherein said one or more parameters related to 
said promotions received by said consumer relate to a value of said promotions received. 

8. The method according to claim 1, wherein said one or more parameters related to 
promotions received by said consumer relate to a validity date of said promotions received, such 
that said determining is based upon at least one validity date of promotions previously received 
by said consumer. 

9. The method according to claim 1 , wherein said one or more parameters related to 
said promotions received by said consumer relate to a provision method of said promotions 
received. 

10. The method according to claim 1 , wherein said one or more parameters related to 
said promotions received by said consumer relate to other purchases necessary to exercise said 
promotions received. 

1 1 . The method according to claim 1 , wherein said records of promotions received by 
said consumer are stored in said computer memory in association with said received 
identification information of said consumer and characteristics of said consumer. 

12. The method according to claim 1, wherein said one or more parameters related to 
said promotions received by said consumer relate to a promoter who is the source of said 
promotions received. 

13. The method according to claim 1, wherein said step of identifying one or more 
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parameters comprises determining if said consumer is appropriate for said promotion, said 
promotion being predetermined. 

14. The method according to claim 1, further comprising a step of providing said 
promotion at said determined time to said identified consumer. 

15. The method according to claim 1, further comprising a step of using said received 
identification information to identify said consumer. 

16. The method according to claim 1, further comprising a step of a processor 
selecting a targeted promotion from a plurality of potential promotions based upon said one or 
more characteristics of said consumer, said determined time being for said targeted promotion. 

17. The method according to claim 16, wherein said step of selecting said targeted 
promotion comprises matching said one or more characteristics of said consumer to a desired 
consumer profile. 

18. The method according to claim 17, wherein said desired consumer profile 
originates from a promoter. 

19. The method according to claim 1, further comprising a step of receiving in 
computer memory a predetermined promotion from a promoter, said determined time being for 
said predetermined promotion. 

20. The method according to claim 1, wherein said step of determining said time at 
which said promotion is to be provided comprises determining a number of promotions recently 
received by said consumer. 

21 . The method according to claim 20, wherein said number of promotions recently 
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received by said consumer comprises promotions in a particular industry that were recently 
received by said consumer. 

22. The method according to claim 20, wherein said number of promotions recently 
received by said consumer comprises promotions exercisable at a particular location that were 
recently received by said consumer. 

23. The method according to claim 1, wherein said step of determining said time at 
which said promotion is to be provided comprises determining a value of said promotions 
recently received by said consumer. 

24. The method according to claim 1, wherein said step of determining said time at 
which said promotion is to be provided comprises determining an importance of said provision 
of said promotion to a promoter. 

25. The method according to claim 24, further comprising charging a promoter 
according to said importance of said provision of said promotion. 

26. The method according to claim 1, wherein said step of determining said time at 
which said promotion is to be provided comprises determining at least one of a demographic and 
a purchase history characteristic of said consumer. 

27. The method according to claim 1 , wherein said step of determining said time at 
which said promotion is to be provided comprises: 

determining promotions recently received by said consumer; 

determining at least one of a demographic and a purchase history characteristic of said 
consumer; 

determining an importance of said provision of said promotion to a promoter; and 
fusing said determined promotions recently received, said at least one of a demographic 
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and a purchase history characteristic, and said importance of said provision into one parameter 
related to said time at which said promotion is to be provided. 

28. A system, comprising: 

means, including an identification input device, for receiving, at a processor, 
identification information from a consumer; 

means, including a processor, for storing in computer memory records of promotions 
received by said consumer; 

means, including a processor, for identifying from said records of promotions received by 
said consumer, one or more parameters related to said promotions received by said consumer 
based upon said identification information received by said means for receiving; and 

means, including a processor, for determining a time at which a promotion is to be 
provided based upon said one or more parameters related to said promotions received by said 
consumer, said one or more parameters identified by said means for identifying. 

29. The system according to claim 28, wherein said one or more parameters of related 
to said promotions received by said consumer comprises at least one of a timing, an industry, a 
class, a type, a packaging, a validity date, a valid location, other products that must be purchased 
to exercise, and a value of said promotions received by said consumer. 

30. The system according to claim 28, further comprising means for providing said 
promotion at said time determined by said means for determining to said consumer identified by 
said means for identifying. 

3 1 . The system according to claim 28, further comprising means, including a 
processor, for selecting a targeted promotion from a plurality of potential promotions stored in 
computer memory based upon said one or more characteristics of said consumer, said time 
determined by said means for determining being for said targeted promotion 
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32. The system according to claim 28, further comprising means for receiving a 
predetermined promotion from a promoter, said time determined by said means for determining 
being for said predetermined promotion. 

33. A system, comprising: 

a consumer identification information receiver configured to receive consumer 
identification information; 

a consumer identification record configured to contain stored consumer identification 
information; 

a consumer characteristic record configured to contain a record of characteristics of said 
consumer; 

a promotion output device configured to output a targeted promotion at a promotion time 
based at least in part upon said record of characteristics of said consumer; and 

a processor configured to use said received consumer identification information to 
identify a consumer using said stored consumer identification information, and moreover to 
determine said promotion time at least in part based upon said record of characteristics of said 
consumer contained in said consumer characteristic record. 

34. The system according to claim 33, wherein: 

said promotion output device comprises a network interface; and 
said promotion comprises an electronic signal. 

35. The system according to claim 33, wherein said consumer characteristic record 
comprises: 

a received promotions record configured to contain a record related to received 
promotions received by said consumer. 

36. The system according to claim 35, wherein said received promotions record 
comprises a received promotion value record. 
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37. The system according to claim 35, wherein said received promotions record 
comprises a received promotion validity date record. 



38. The system according to claim 35, wherein said received promotions record 
comprises a received promotion valid location record. 

39. The system according to claim 35, wherein said received promotions record 
comprises a received promotion product class record. 

40. The system according to claim 35, wherein said received promotions record 
comprises a received promotion industry record. 

41 . The system according to claim 35, wherein said received promotions record 
comprises a received promotion provision method record. 

42. The system according to claim 35, wherein said received promotions record 
comprises a received promotion packaging record. 

43. The system according to claim 35, wherein said received promotions record 
comprises a received promotion time of receipt record. 

44. The system according to claim 33, wherein said processor is further configured to 
select said targeted promotion from a plurality of potential promotions based upon said one or 
more characteristics of said consumer. 

45. The system according to claim 33, further comprising a promotion receiver 
configured to receive a predetermined promotion from a promoter, said promotion time 
determined by said processor being for said predetermined promotion. 
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46. A computer readable medium containing program instructions for execution on a 
computer system, which when executed by the computer system, cause the computer system to 
perform the method recited in any one of claims 1 to 27. 

47. The method according to claim 1 , wherein said promotions received by said 
consumer is embodied in a flier. 

48. The method according to claim 1 , wherein said promotions received by said 
consumer is embodied in a newsletter. 

49. The method according to claim 1 , wherein said promotions received by said 
consumers comprises a coupon. 

50. The method according to claim 1 , wherein said promotions received by said 
consumers is embodied in a recipe. 

5 1 . The system according to claim 28, wherein said promotions received by said 
consumer is embodied in a flier. 

52. The system according to claim 28, wherein said promotions received by said 
consumer is embodied in a newsletter. 

53. The system according to claim 28, wherein said promotions received by said 
consumer comprises a coupon. 

54. The system according to claim 28, wherein said promotions received by said 
consumer is embodied in a recipe. 

55. The system according to claim 33, wherein said targeted promotion is embodied 
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in a flier. 



56. The system according to claim 33, wherein said targeted promotion is embodied 
in a newsletter. 

57. The system according to claim 33, wherein said targeted promotion comprises a 
coupon. 

58. The system according to claim 33, wherein said targeted promotion is embodied 
in a recipe. 

59. A computer-implemented method, comprising: 

receiving identification information from a consumer at a vendor location site, 
comprising a vendor terminal, wherein said vender terminal is located at a check-out counter in a 
store; 

identifying with a processor, based upon said received identification information, one or 
more parameters related to promotions received by said consumer; and 

determining with a processor, a time at which a promotion is to be provided based upon 
said identified one or more parameters related to promotions received by said consumer. 

60. A system, comprising: 

means, including an identification input device, for receiving identification information 
from a consumer at a vendor location site, which comprises a vendor terminal, wherein said 
vender terminal is located at a check-out counter in a store; 

means, including a processor, for identifying one or more parameters related to 
promotions received by said consumer based upon said identification information received by 
said means for receiving; and 

means for determining a time at which a promotion is to be provided based upon said one 
or more parameters related to promotions received by said consumer, said one or more 
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parameters identified by said means for identifying. 

61. A system, comprising: 

a consumer identification information receiver at a vendor location site configured to 
receive consumer identification information from a consumer, wherein said vendor location site 
is a check-out counter in a store; 

a consumer identification record configured to contain stored consumer identification 
information of said consumer; 

a consumer characteristic record configured to contain a record of characteristics of said 
consumer; 

a promotion output device configured to output a targeted promotion at a promotion time 
based at least in part upon said record of characteristics of said consumer; and 

a processor configured to use said received consumer identification information to 
identify a consumer record using said stored consumer identification information, and to 
determine said promotion time at least in part based upon said record of characteristics of said 
consumer contained in said consumer characteristic record. 

62. The method of claim 1, wherein said identifying comprises identifying in a 
computer system storing said records of promotions received by said consumer. 

63. The method of claim 1, wherein said determining a time at which a promotion is 
to be provided based upon said identified one or more parameters related to promotions received 
by said consumer comprises determining in a computer system. 

64. (Previously presented) The system of claim 28, wherein said means for 
identifying one or more parameters related to promotions received by said consumer based upon 
said identification information received by said means for receiving comprises means for 
identifying by a digital processor. 
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65. (Previously presented) The system of claim 28, wherein said means for 

determining a time at which a promotion is to be provided based upon said one or more 
parameters related to promotions received by said consumer, said one or more parameters 
identified by said means for identifying comprises means for determining by a digital processor. 
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APPENDIX 2 - EVIDENCE APPENDIX 



Attachment 1: Pdf image copy of Ex parte Bowman . 2001 Pat App. Lexis 46 (BPAI June 12, 
2001) 

Attachment 2: Pdf image copy of page 4 of the specification 

Attachment 3: Pdf image copy of the definition of promotion as defined by the American 
Heritage Dictionary of the English Language 

Attachment 4: Pdf image copy of Barry, "Did You Ever Notice? Official Notice in Rejections" 
81 JPTOS 129 (1999). 
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LEXSEE 2001 PAT APP. LEXIS 46 

Ex parte CLEMENT W, BOWMAN 

AppeaiNo, 1999-0583 
AppiicatioE 08/418,152 

Board of Patent Appeals and Ititerfereaces 
2001 Pai. App. LEXIS 46 
June 12, 2001, Decided 

Before JERRY SMfTf-I, DIXON, and BLANKENSHIP, AdEninistrative Patent Judges. 

OFINIONBY: SMOl-I 
OPINION: 

The optmon in support of the decision being entered today was not written for publication and is not binding 
precedcDt of the Board, 
ON BRIEF 

JERRY SMITH, Adraiiiistrafive Patent Judge. 
DECISION ON APPEAL 

This is a decision on the appeal under 35 U.S.C. § 134 irom the examiner's rejection of ciaiins 148, which 
constitute all fee claims in the applieaiion. An ainendment after fmal rejection was filed on November 24, 1997, but was 
denied entry by the examiner. 

The disclosed invention pertains to a method of evaluating an intangible assei of intere.st. 

Representative claim 1 is reproduced as follows; 

1 . A method of evaluating an intangible asset of interest, comprising the steps of: 

establishing first and second variable."; related io the value of said intangible asset of interest; 

estabiishing a series of performance criteria statements probative of the value of said first and second variables; 

scoring each of said perfonnance criteria statements; 

summing scores to generate first and second total scores based upon the extent to which individual statements (*2| 
accurately describe said intangible asset of interest; 

transforming physical media into a chart hair-ing a first a>Ljs relating to said first variable and a second axis relating 
to said second variable; 

physically plotting a point on said chart, said point being located at coordinates corresponding to said iirst and 
second total scores, respectiveiy, and, 

using said chart in making at least one decision regarding the value of said intangible asset of interest. 
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Tlje sxatniner relies on the following reference: 
R.obei1 R. Blake et al. (Blalce), TIk Managerial Grid, Gulf Publishing Company, 1994, page !0, 

Claims M 8 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. iOI as bemg directed to nonstatutory, subject matter. Claini.s 148 
also stand rejected under 35 U.S.C 112, first paragraph, as being based on an inadequate diKclosure. Finally, claims 
148 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C § }03 as being unpatenfabie over (he teacMngs of Blake. 

Rather than repeat ihe arguments i)f" appellant or examiner, we niake reference to the brief and the an.swer for 
the respective details thereof 

OPiNroN !*3| 

We have carefully considered the subject matter on appea!, the rejections advanced by the examiner and the 
evidence of obviousrtess relied upon by the exannner as support for the prior art rejectiot). We have, likewise, reviewed 
and taken into consideration, in reaching our decision, the appellatit's arguments set forth in the brief along wsth liie 
examiner's rationale in support of 1.b.e rejections and arguments i.n rebnttai set forth in she exatniner's answer. 

l! is 0131 view, after coEJsideratioti of the record before us, that ciaints i 48 are not directed to siatutory subject 
matter. We are also of the view that the disclosnre adequately supports the invention of claims 148. Finally, i! is onr 
view ttiat the evidence relied upon and the level of skill in the particular art woald have suggested to one of ordinar>' 
skill in the art the obviousness of the invention as set forth in claims 148. Accordiiigly, we affjrrsi. 

Appellant has indicated that for ptuposes of this appeal the claims will all st3.iid or fall together as a single group 
[briei; page 3]. Coissistent with this indication appellant has made no separate argitnietits with respect to any of the 
claims on appeal. .Accordingly, all the claims 1*4] before ns will stand or fall togetSier. Note in re King, 801 F.2d 1324, 
1325, 231 USFQ 136. 137 (Fed. Or. 1986); In reSemaker, 702 F.2d 989. 991, 217 USPQ 1. 3 (Fed. Cir. I9S3). 
Therefore, we will consider the rejection against independent claim ! as representative of all the claims on appeal. Only 
tfiose atganicnts actually made by appellant have been considered tn this decisioij. Arguments which appellant could 
have made but chose tiot to make iii the bnef have not been coiisidered fsee 37 CFR § 1 .192(a)|. 

With respect to the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 101, the examiner asserts that the claimed invention does not fall 
withm the technological arts becaase no fortii of technology is disclosed or claimed [answer, page 3j. Appellant 
responds by analyzing the claimed invention untier "T!ie Examination Guidelines for Computer- Re! a ted Inventions" as 
published by the United States Patent and Trademark Office. Based on these guidelines, appellant argues that the recited 
method of creating a chart and plotting a point thereon is "physical and has clear real world value" {*5j [brief, page 4]. 
Appellant also argues that the claimed process clearly results in a physical transformation otitside of a computer for 
wiiich a practical application in the technological arts is either disclosed m the specification or would have been known 
to a skilled artisan [id., page 6]. The exanriner responds that ihe noted guidelines are inapplicable here becatrse appellant 
Iras not recited the use of a computer in either the specification or tlie claims. The exaniiner finds that neither the 
specification nor the clainj.s thscuss the use of any technology with respect to the ciainted itjvention [answer, pages 5-6], 

We agree wuh lite exatiiiner. Appellant has carefully avoided tying tiie disclosed and claimed invention to any 
technological art or enviroiitnent. .Ks iioted by the examiner, the disclosed and claimed invetition is directed to nothing 
more tlian a human making mental computations and manually plottmg the tesiilts on a paper chart fatiswer, page 5], 
The Examination Guidelines for Cotnputer-Related inventions are not dispositive of this case because there is 
absolutely no indication on this record that the invention is cotmected to a computer in any ntanner. 

Despite the express language i*6i of 35 U.S.C § 101, several judicially created exceptions have been excluded 
from subject matter covered by Section 101 . These exceptions include laws of nature, natural phenotnena, atid abstract 
ideas. See Diamond v. Dieh>; 450 U.S. 175, 185. 209 USPQ i. 7 (1981). We interp-ret the examiner's rejection as finding 
that the claimed invention before us is nothing more tliaxi an abstract idea because it is not tied to any technological art 
or environment- Apijellant's argument is that the physical (even manual) creation of a chart and the plotting of a point 
on this chart places the invention within the technological arts. 

The phrase "fechnoiogtcai arts" has beesi created to ofier another view of the term "useful ana." The Constitution of 
the Vniw.d States authorizes and empowers the government to issue patents only for inventiotw whicii promote the 
progress [of science and] the useful arts. We find thai the invention before us, as disclosed and ciaitned, does not 

promote the progress of sciersce atid tlie usefiii arts, and does not tali within the definition of technological arts. The 
abstract idea which forms 1*7} the heart of the invention before tis does not become a teciuiological art merely by the 
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recitation in the ciaifn of "transforming physical media into a chart" [sic, drawing or creating a chart] and "physically 
ploJttiig a point on said cha:Ft," 

in suiranary, we find tliat the invention before us is nothing more Oian an abstract idea which is not tied to any 
technological art' erivsroimient. or niachiite, and is not a useful ait as contemplated by the Cotistiaition of the United 
States The physical aspects of claim L which are disclosed to be rjo&ing more than a human manually drawing a chart 
and plotting points on this chart, do not auiosnattcally bring the claitned invention within the technologicaJ arts. For all 
the reasons just discussed, we sustain the examiner's rejection of the appealed claims under 35 U.S.C § WI. 

With respect to die rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, the examiner asserts that the ciaitned invention is not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to make and/or use the invention. 
Specifically, the examiner argues that the transforming step of claim 1 is not disclosed j*81 in the specification. 
According to the examiner, the chart of Figure 3 remains unchanged and is not physically transformed into the ciiart of 
Figure 4 [answer, page 4], Appellant responds that Figtire 4 of the application and its corresponding description in the 
specification support this step [brief, page 8, incoqiorating argument trom amendment afler fitial rejection]. 

We agree with appellant. Although tlie record does not reflect exactly what is meant by the step of "transiorining 
physical media into a chart," we are of the view that the exainiiier's interpretation of transforming the chart of Figure 3 
into the chart of Figure 4 is not what tins step was intended to cover. We find the claimed step to mean nothing more 
than transforming physical media {blank paper) into a chart having two axes itsvm. thereon. Under this interpretation of 
claim 1, we ftnd that the disclosure of this application supports the claimed invention as required by the first paragraph 
of 35 U.S.C. § I! 2. Specifically, the person skilled in this art would be able to make and use the claimed invention 
based on appellant's disclosure. Therefore, we do not sustain this rejection of j*9j the appealed claims. 

Witii respect to the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103. the examiner fmds that the chart on page 10 of Blake clearly 
suggests that scores are established for each criteria statement, and the examiner fmds that summing scores to obtain a 
final score would have been obvious within the meaning of i.^ U.S.C. § 103 [atiswer, pages 4-SJ. Appellant argues that 
the summing of a plurality of scores to getierate the first arid second total scores which arc plotted is not taught or 
suggested by the applied prior art [brief, page 5, incotporafing argument from amendment after final rejection], 
Appeiisnt has also offered to futther amend the claims, but that issue is not properly before tis. 

We agree with the exaraitier. Blake clearly teaches the step of establishing variables related to the value of the asset 
of interest {concern for production and coticern for people). The chart shown on page JO of Blake reptesents a 
transformed physical medium with points physically plotted thereon [{ i ,1 ), {9. i ), (5,5), (1 ,9) and (9,9)] . Blake does not 
explicitly teach the steps of establishing perfomjance criteria statements, [*10j scoring the criteria statements, and 
siminiing scores to obtain a total score. 

We agree with the examiner that these three steps would iiavc been suggested to the artisan by the chart shown in 
Blake. The chart in Blake has increasing nuntbers runiiing along the rwo axes which suggests that the points to be 
plotted have quaiitity. The chart shows several speciftc points plotted which suggests thai the various points on the chart 
are quami liable. In order to quantify these points in Blake, the artisan would have recognized that {all) the factors which 
coEitribute to the value of the two variables must be identified and quantified, and the presence of these factors iii the 
{inlangible) asset under evaluation would have to be detected and summed based on the relative quantifications assigned 
ki each factor. Thus, even though Blake does nc)t specifically disclose that the establishing, scoriiig and summing steps 
of claim 1 are to be carried out, the artisan would have recognised the obviousness of performing tliese steps in order to 
determine where points should be plotted on the chart in Blake. Therefore, we sustain the examiner's rejection of the 
appealed claims under 35 U.S.C. § i03. 

In conclusion, we liavc sustained Lhe examiner's rejections of the ap{)ealed claims under 35 U.S.C. § § 101 and 103, 
but we have tiot stistained tlie examiner's rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. Therefore, the decision of the examiner 
rejecting claims i-18 is affirmed. 

No tinw period for taking any subsequent action in connection with this appeal m:iy be extencicd tmdcr 37 CFR § 
!.n6(a>. 

AFFIRMED 
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CONClfR; 

Dixon, Admitiistrative Patent Judge, Concurrence. 

\ concur with the decision of the Tiiajorit>', but woul<d add the foliowiiig with respect to the discussion of tiic 
rejection under 55 U.S.C. # 101. 

The clsiins faii to recite subject matter within any of four statutory' ciasses defmed by § lOi, which authorizes 
iJw grant of a patent to "whoever invents or discovers any new atid useibi process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, ot any new and useiVii improvement thereof . . . ." 35 U.S.C § 101 (1994). Pursuant to its 
authorisatioii under att. 1, § 8. ci. 8, of the United States Constitution to promofe the progress of science and usefu! arts, 
i*12j Congress has specified the types of subject nutter that may be patented in § 101. Patentabls subject matter must 
fal! within one of these statutory categories. 

Further, 1 wouid add that the instant claim i has similarity to tlie format of the itn-ention as recited in claim ! of /m 
re Wnrmerdam. H F.M 1354. 1357. 3) USPQ2d 1754. J 756 (Fed Cir. 1994). 

1. A tnethod for generating a data structure \vhii;h represents the shape of [sic] physical object m a position and'or 
motion coniro! machine as a hierarchy of bubbles, cofiipr!.sing the steps of: 
first locating tlje media! axis of the object and 
tlien creating a hierarchy of bubbles on the me<iial axis. 

But, I note that in Warnierdam both a tnethod and apparatus were disclosed ui the specification and the present 
ciairts 5 was onginally tiled as "crcatiiig" the chart and piotl;ing of a point thereon. 

In the Court's decisioti in /« re Warmerdem. 33 F.3d at 1358, 3! VSPQ2d at ! 7.57 Judge Plager wote: 

despite tlie ofl-qooted statement iit the legislative history of the 1952 Patent Act tltat Congress intended 
that statutory subject matter "iticiude anything !*13i under the .sun that !S tuade by man," S. Rep. No. 
1979, S2d Cong,. 2d Sess., 5 {1952}. repnnted tn 1952 U.S.C.C.A.N, 2394, 2399; H.R. Rep. No. 1923, 
82d Cong,, 2d Sess., 6 (,1952;, Congress did not so mandate. Congress included in patcntabk subject 
matter only those tiiitigs tliat qualify as "any . . . process, machine, manufacuire, or conq^osition of 
matter, or atiy . . . improvement thereof. . . ." 35 Lf.S.C. Section J 01 (1988). Cf. In re ASappat, No. 92- 
1 38 i , .slip op. at 29 [31 USPQ2d 1545} (Fed. Cir. My 29, 1994) (en banc) ("The use of the expansive 
term "any" in Section 101 represents Congress's inten! not to place any restrictions on the subject matter 
for which a patent tnay be obtaitied beyond those spetifjcaliy recited in Section 10! and the other patts 
of Title 35.") {Emphasis added,) 
Here, the Court reinforces that it is the role of Congress to set forth die boundaries of statutory subject irtatter and 
not the courts. If Congress intended for "anytintig under the sun that is made by tnan" to be patentabie/statutory subject 
matter, then Congress would liave included copyrightable materials (e.g., music al'literaty i*Hl works, maps and 
char(^), into the reaim of patentable subject matter, it is clear tliat Cotigress did not intend to inchide everything, so we 
must assume that there is stiil some lEmitation(s) t() the spect£^^m of statutory subject matter under 35 U.S.C § 10} . 

But in a subsequent case, AT&T Corp. v. Excel Communications Inc.. 1 72 F.3d 1352, 1355, 50 USPQ2d .1447. 
1449-50 (Fed Cir. J 999), Judge Plager wrote that 

The Supreme Court has construed § 101 broadly, noting that Congress intended statutory sttbject tnatter 
to "include anything under tire sun that is made by man." See Diamond v. Chakrabarty, 447 U.S. 303. 
309 [206 USPQ 193] (5980) (quoting S. Rep, Ko. 82-1979, at 5 (1952); H.R. Rep. No. 824923, at 6 
t i9S2)V, see also Diamond v. Diehr. 450 U.S 175. 182 [209 USPQ !j (m\). Despite tiiis seemingly 
limitless expanse, the Court has specifically identified three categories of unpatentable subject matter: 
"laws of nature, natural phenomena, and abstract ideas." See Diehr, 450 U.S at !S5. i*15J (Bmpha.sis 
added.) 

lii AT & T, we see a slight variation from the position in Warmerdam, but still a rccognitioii that tiot everything is 
statittory subject nutter. With this recognition tiiat abstract ideas which have not been applied m some tnanner (to 
sontetbing tangible; within the technological arts; witii a computer; in a memorj' device or medium) to realize a "usefai, 
concrete, and tangible result" (citing State Street Bank ^ Trust Co. v. Signature Fin. Group, Inc., 149 F.3d !36S> 
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B74~75. 47 llSPQ:d iS96, 1602 (Fed Cir. 1 998)}, the Court m AT & T found that the claimed process, which the 
disttict court "recognized thaJ the cUinis require the use of switches and computers" [AT & T SO USPQ2d at 1440). was 
directed to statutorv subject matter. The Court went on to ftnd that ii does not matter whether {he claimed invenlion is 
ciirected to a process or machine and liiat the scope of 35 US.C. § 101 is the saine for eitlier claimed invention (since 
both were disclosed). (^7" & T 50 VSPQ2d at 1451 ) 

Here, I {*16| fmd that the prior factual situations may be distinguished with the present disclosed and claimed 
invention! in the present application, the specification is .silent a.s to the need for any apparatus to carry out the claimed 
process or to make the ultimate decision regarding tht; value of the intangible asset. I note that the onJy remnant of 
structure to evidence the application of the abstract Kiea may be gleaned impHedly from originally filed claim 1 which 
stated "generating first and second total scores , . .■* which was ameisded to recite "summing scores to generate iirst and 
second totaj scores , . ." Appellant argued in the amendment {paper no. 8) filed March 27, 1997 at page 3 that thctc is 
"post-solution activity" and "pre-soiution activity," but appellant does not overtly state or argue that the disclosed or 
claimed inveTtidon is computer implemented or in any v/ay involved with some application of the abstract idea beyond 
the creation of a ciisrt oti a physical medium and plotting of a point thereon, Tliis .1 find to be no more than a mere 
fccordafion of an idea in the abstract which 1 would equate to the affixation in a tangible medium of that idea which has 
becii devised separate {*171 and distinct frotn atiy real world application until the chart is created and a point plotted 
thereon. This !o nje is outside the province of 35 V.S.C. § 10 i 

Going back to the analysis by the Court in In re Warmerdam, S3 f.M at 1360. 31 USPQ2d at }75i>, the Court 
further states tiiat 

it is true, particularly with ideas expressed in mathematical form, fitat if a claim requires tnorc than die 
iwanipulation of ideas so that the process described in the claint produces something quite diffcretjt, then 
lite process might indeed describe statittory subject matter ... It is the claims which defme the metes and 
bounds of the itivention entitled to tlie protection of the patent system. Zenith Lab. Inc. v. Bristol-Myers 
Squibb Co., 19F.3d J4JS. 1424. 30 VSPQZd 1285, 1200 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 
Here, appellant argues tiiat the claiined "transforming physical medium." which is not disclosed, but assumed to be 
paper, "into a chart" and "physically plotting a point on said chart" is a physical ttansfomiatioti. I note that the 
specification as originally filed is silent as to any {*181 "tncdia" beyond bemg a graphical reptesentation which naay be 
as btoad as using a stick in the sand or dirt; pen on a whiteboard or pen/pencil on paper. Appellant cites to the 
discussion in State Street Bank at page 1538 (brief at page 7) concernitig In re Alappat, 33 F.3d J 326, 31 USPQZd 
!54S (Fed. Cir 1994) and Arrhythmia Research Tech. Inc. v. CoraionLx Corp., 9S^ F.2d 1053, 1060, 22 USP02d 
1033. 1039 (Fed. Cir 1992) wherein there was a physical trans fotmation using the result of the computation, I would 
dissitiguish those three cases (State Street Bank, Alappat and Arrhythmia) along wiilt AT & T since each of the 
cases included a disclosed invetition which was well grounded in ati area of the technological arts (coniputer, electrical, 
chemical, biological, mechaiiica! engmeering and physics-the physical sciences rather than the social sciences). 

Here, I fiiid no stjch application, involvement, use or advatjcement of the technological arts in the invention as 
recited in express language of claim i or in the disclosed invention with which to interpret the language of claim I . 
While {*J9j 1 realize that a computer may arguably not be required to be disclosed In reDassei, 115 F.3d 942, 946-47. 
42 USPQ2d !S81. 1SS5 (Fi^d. Cir. 1997) {finding the mferred disclosure of a coitiputer without any express disclosure), 
appellant has not argued the use (jf any item or computer with which to practice o: apply the claimed process beyond the 
abstraction of the human mind. Appellant relies solely upon the creatioa'trans formation of the media into a chart and 
plotting of a point. 

While AT & T recognizes that a transformation is not a requirement for statutory subject matter and is merely one 
example of an indica to show the presence of statutory subject matter, the Court stated that "the finding that the claimed 
process 'tratisfotmcd' data from one 'form' to atiother simplj' confirmed that Ari hythinia's method claims satisfied 
Section 101 because the matheriratical algorithm included within the process was applied to produce a !juml>cr which ^ 
had specific meaiiing—a useful, concrete, tangible reauH— not a riiathesnaticai abstraction." (Citation omitted.) AT & T 
at 1451 Here, the result of the abstract idea does not, in my view, have "specific [*20i meaning" as in Arrhythmia, 
rather is siill an abstraction, now recorded as in /« re Schrader. 22 F.3d 290, 294, 30 USPQ2d 1455, 1458 {See cf. AT 
& T at 1453 (with iespect ici the lack of helpfulness in detennination of a "useful, concrete, tangible result.")) WMle AT 

& T olarifies (iitit ^\m\m need not be pieseiit in the ciaini language for process ciaim^ to be ilircctG(.1 lo staauoi v 

siibject matter, the Court appears to iir^iliedly weigh that the process is can icd out by a network of computers and 
telephone switches being used in the flow of coituiiunications, but here we do not have a similar factual situation. 
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The Court in AT & T stated that "the Aiappat inquiry sixxsply requires aii examination of the contested claims to see 
if the claimed subject matter as a whok is a disembodied niathematical concept representing notking more tlian a 'law 
of nature' or art 'abstract idea,' or if the mathenuticai concept has been reduced to some practical application rendering n 
'useful' "AT & T at ! 344 (citing In re Alappa(, 33 F.3d at 1581. 3.1 USPQ2d at 1557). 

In AT & T at 1450, the Court j*21 j stated that: "this court recently pointed out tiiat any step-by-step process, be it 
electainic chemical, or mechanical involves an 'algorithm' in the broad sesise of the term. See State Street Bank A 
Trust Co. V. Signature Fm Group, Inc., 149 FJd 1368. ! 374-75. 47 USPQld 1596, 1692 (Fed. Or. 199$), cert, 
denied. U.S. . 1 !9 S. Ct. 85 1 (}999). " Wiiile I agree with the Court's analysis of an algorithm, tlie Court assumes 
that ihe algoritimi is in an "eJectronic, chemical, or mechanical" based invention which 1 would find io be ximrc tJian a 
mere recordation of the cuhmnation of an abstract idea separate from the "electronic, chemica!, or mechaiticaJ" 
(echnoJogies as in the present disclosed and claimed invention. 

The Court in AT & T went on to state tliat "as this brief review suggests, this court (and its predecessor) has 
struggled to make our understanding of the scope of Section 101 responsive to the needs of the modern world." 
(Emphasis added,) AT & T at 1450, While I agree that the development of the information era has pushed the envelope 
of stamtory subject matter to embrace \*22\ the technological advancement and immense Oexibility of the computer 
software-based invetitions, as has the evolution of biotechnology, but here, i fmd that the claimed invention is not a 
product of the "modem world" with which the Coun has struggled since there is not involvesnent of the traditional 
sciences there can be no advancement of the "useful arts" as ihe Constitution empowered Congress. Therefore, I agree 
with the majority and would sustain the rejection of claims 1-18 as directed to nonstatutory subject matter. 1 concur witft 
the majority with respect to their decision with respect to the rejections under 35 U.S.C § § 1 12 and 103. 

With the holding of the above type of claim as statutory subject matter, abstract thought and analysis of any interest 
would still be avaiiabSe, but once an individual seeks to record their analysis, they would infringe the present claim at 
issue. I believe that this was not the intent of Congress o( the intent of our forefathers who set forth the authority for our 
patent system in the U.S. Constitution, 
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location, the frequency that a consumer exercises promotions, the demogr^ic ctacteristics of fee 
iiidividuai, the purchase history of ti.e indiv^duai, the particular cii^unistances in the individual's life, 
the indicated tastes of the individuai, and/or other characteristics Oiat can be used to identify that the 
individual possesses certain tiBits. Fhe desires of a promoter might also be used to time &e 
provision of a promotion based upon promotions received, ai.d these might be determined using 
factors such as- the amount of money that a promoter might be willing to pay for a certain time 
and/or type of>ro\ision of promotion. 

As used herein, the term "promotion" refers to.any offer, advertisement, ilier, newsletter, 
incentive, coupon, commerciai. recipe, and/or communication for promoting one or more goods 
and'or services. 

As used herein, to «exeix;ise" a promotion refers to any redemption, consumption, 
emplo>^ent, application, avaiiment, weilding, e)g)ioitation, viewing, use, hearing, and/or reading of a 
pro.motion. 

As used herein, a "promoter" is any con^any, manufacturer, distributer, re-taiier, wholesale:, 
service provider, individual, and'or any other entity that wishes to provide promotions related to the 
promoter's product and/or service to consumers. 

As used herein, a "provider of promotions" is any compai^y, manufacturer, distributer, 
retailer, wholesaler, service provider, individual, and/or any other entity that ^vili provide promotions 
to consumers, or cause promotions to be delivered to consumers. 

Although providers of promotions aie discussed herein as being separate entities from 
promoters, this is not necessary to practice the present invention. For example, a single retailer can 
iime tiie distribution of promoSions by the retailer and related to the retailer's own product(s) using 
the present invention. Thus, tiie "promoter" and "provider of promottons" need not be separate 



BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 
A more complete appreciation of the invention and many of the attendant ad^/antages 
thereof wUi be readily obtained as the same become better understood by reference to the following 
detailed description when considered in connection with the accompanying drawings, wherein: 



Dictjonay .corn/promotion 



promotion 



Honie 



Premium: Si^ii.iip j Login 



FREE' XlJOX^IHIt the targettogeta FREEXboJt^l 



ADVERTISEMENT 



Dictionary - Tliesauni?-' - Web 



Gel the Mos! Po}itilar Siics for "promouon" 



5 entries found for promotion. 



pro-mo-tion ^ H Pronuaciation Ke> 5prS'-ra<5 sh^n) 



1 , The act of promoting or ihe fact of being promoted; 
advancement. 

2, Encouragement of the progress, growth, or acceptance 
of something; furtherance. 

3, Advertising; pubhcity. 
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Copyright 2002, 200 J, J 995 by Houghton Mifflin 
Company. Published by Houghton Mifflin Company. 

promotion 

n 1 ; a message issued in behalf of some product or cause or 
idea or person or institution [syn; publicity, fj-oinottonui 
nuitenai, packaging] 2: act of raising in rank or position [ant: 
dcniotiun] 3: encouragement of the progress or growth or 
acceptance of something [syn: furtherance, advancement] 4: 
tlie advancement of some enterprise; "his experience in 
marketing resulted in the fonvarding of his career" [syn; 
fonvardmg, furfherance] 



Source.; WordNet ® 2. £?, © 2003 Princeton University 
promotion 

im)mo.ii.P.n. in InvestorWords 



SiQm$^^:JnyestorW^^ 
promotion 
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Source: On-line Medical Dictionary, © 1997-98 Academic 
Medical Publishing ^ & CancerWEB 
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AFPENDIX 3 - REJ;.ATEI) PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 



There are no decisions rendered by a court or the Board in any proceeding identified 
pursuant to paragraph c(i)(si) of this section. 
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There are no decisions rendered by a court or the Board in any proceeding identified 
pursuant to paragraph c(l)(ii) of this section. 
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